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[bookmark: _Toc142980273][bookmark: _Toc98833348]Appendix  
[bookmark: _Toc142980275]Information participants received at the start of the session
[bookmark: _Toc142980276]At the start of each Q-sorting session, the facilitator of that session gave a brief presentation. The presentation gave some background on the rationale for the agenda: a broad multidisciplinary field, the wish to cooperate more, and the idea that a shared agenda could support that process. In addition, participants were told that their data would be anonymised and that the coding (who is behind each code) would be stored separately from the data. In order to know more about in what role they took part, one question was asked on their background. 
Participants were informed that the statements did not reflect research questions but general topics for research, focussing on content, learning approach, or context). 
Finally, participants were recommended (based on our experiences during the pilot session) to start reading the explanations in different order to prevent that in each group statement 1 was understood very well, but statement 64 less so. Participants were not required to read all explanations before starting to sort, as some statements may be self-evident for them while others are perhaps less so. Participants were invited to write everything that stood out for them on their documents. In practice, this was done by just a few participants; therefore, this was not considered a data source.
Participants were given the following information at the start of the Q-sorting session:
· An A4 document with the central question they had to keep in mind during the session: “Which topics should be included in the research agenda for the continuum of learning and supervision of general practitioners in the Netherlands, because you think that research is necessary on those topics in the next six years.
· An overview of each of the 64 statements with an explanation of what was meant with each statement
· An A4 document with an empty Q sort grid on which their code was written
· A stack of 64 laminated cards with a statement on it
· An A3 size Q sort grid on which they could order their statements
· Documents for ethical consent as mentioned above. 

Manner of involvement
Each participant was asked to answer the following question:
In reporting the results it is important to make it clear in what manner you have been involved in the topic of this Q sort session. Which of the different manners of involvement are applicable to you? More than one may apply.
· Participated in educational research
· Performed educational research
· Applied results of educational research in the design of my teaching activities
· Applied results of educational research in the way I teach
Interview questions
1. What reasons did you have for putting this statement (pointed at during the interview) at the ultimate right side of the grid (“include certainly +6)
2. What reasons did you have for putting this statement (pointed at during the interview) at the ultimate left side of the grid (“include certainly not +6)
3. Can you explain why you put this statement (number of the statement) here? (if applicable, when a statement is standing out because of the position of other statements)
4. I saw that you were in doubt about the position of this statement (if applicable), can you tell more about this?
5. I saw …{something special, for example laughing}…  when reading this statement (if applicable), can you tell more about this?
6. Are there other things that you want to share about this Q-sorting session? In general or related to the statements?
7. Did you miss certain topics in the list of 64 statements?
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